become more and more a legal and criminal one. However, as the author has demonstrated, there are new programs being developed 'around the concept, enunciated by Kolb in the 1920's, that addiction is a medical and psychiatric problem, and as such should be the concern of all physicians, in public and private practice alike.
In the preface Dr. Robert Felix, Director, National Institute of Mental Health, states "I believe that some of the missing answers to this grave problem must and will be found and developed within our communities. This can only come about, however, as such knowledge about drug addiction becomes widespread, and as the affects of the problem of drug addiction on the social, physical and mental health of a community are honestly freed". The author of the monograph has provided us with basic and sound information and it is confidently recommended to physicians and other workers in the health field.
R Lewis (1961) , easily discern its prior influence in Englishspeaking countries. As a precursor to the present publication of his monumental work we have Malamud's Psychopathology (1935) written 'in close parallelism to the presentation by Jaspers'. Besides that, there are numerous publications which transmit at least some of the basic ideas and the atmosphere of Jaspers' concepts.
His book is one of the most encompassing and ambitious attempts towards a systematization of all knowledge collected in connection with the mentally deranged. It is, at the same time, a critical reappraisal of methods and their validity. It stresses the fact we usually neglect, that every approach has its limitations, and if over-extended the results obtained are correspondingly incorrect and misleading. It is necessary to begin with a cultivation of methodological awareness, an awareness that we are or that we are not exceeding the limits of a method which we are applying. To develop this ability, we must become acquainted with all possible ways of approaching a subject; in other words we have to learn how an approach can exaggerate or diminish the importance of a fact we observe, in this strange world of the mentally disturbed. Furthermore, Jaspers stresses the dangers of our over-ambitiousness which leads to formulations of omnipotence of one particular approach or to the currently very fashionable 'multidimensionality'. He summarily dismisses the possibility that science, concentrated on particulars and details, can ever make man as a whole, its object. Consequently, the generalizations science uses are foreign to the inductive way of thinking applied in science and presents an a priori, and if you like, philosophical and meta-empirical constructions. Nevertheless, the psychiatrist has to act on his limited knowledge and this makes each of his actions an experiment or a trial; consequently, in a sense a moral act. On this point, the free deliberation of the physician, based on his own knowledge and ethics, should enable him to undertake what he believes is best for the sake of his fellow man. This is an extremely schematized presentation as to how Jaspers, starting with experience and minute descriptions of details, goes on to give a general philosophical framework which should not be restrictive, either to future empirical work or to new concepts and attempts toward revision of old ones.
General Psy cbopathology was greeted from the first edition on with the greatest praise. Bumke (1914) underlines how Jaspers has in "one stroke secured for himself a pennanent place within our science." It presents, at the same time, 'an end 'and a beginning' of a new era. As its essential characteristics, he underlines 'the respect for facts' and restriction of speculations. Prerequisites for such work are, he feels, Jaspers' philosophical training and his psychological gift. Kehrer (1920) , presenting the second edition stresses that it is "the best presentation of general psychopathology". He adds sadly: "this book would not go along with the growing empirical knowledge because its author has forsaken psychiatry." This prediction did not fulfil itself and in the third edition it brings a new systematization and in the fourth one, written in 1942, it is brought up to date regarding new experiences. This remained the last version and the hope that "a future edition will make space for the progress of the last decade" (Loewenberg, 1949) must remain idle. It is looked upon as the work which marks "the beginning of a scientific psychopathology" (K. Schneider, 1938) as well as the. work which established psychopathology "as a science of its own" (Loewenberg, 1949) .
Why then, if all this is correct, did we have to wait so long to have an English translation? Was it perhaps a difficult, if not even an impossible piece of work? When reading parallel German and English texts we may ask the question to what extent the system of psychopathology Jaspers presented is caught to and limited by the German language, and how perplexed one could be in trying to transplant it into another tongue. The classical example is the 'WAHN' -a concept which finds itself as a point where the levels of awareness, the processes of thinking and perceiving and the states of affect are interlocked one into the other to the extent' that they lose their own identity in terms of their conventional definitions. Wahn emerges as something emotionally new. Furthermore, it is used with numerous attributes and its countless compound words. This and many similar examples make the translation almost an original work, which has to create a suitable terminology of its own. Did the translation succeed in this enterprise? It seems that we cannot take real issue with the choice of the word as such. e.g. for Leibliche Bewusstheit, a term coined by Jaspers "concrete awareness" (p. 78) or for Wabnuorstellung, delusional idea (p. 103). We may eXlpress our doubts where one and the same term is translated inconsistently. The examples 'as 'vivid physical awareness' and elsewhere 'sudden notion'. The second example can even be questioned as to whether it is a correct choice of words: what will we do with the 'Wahnidee ' -(p. 93) it is the delusion . . . My impression is that the terminology was not as consistently used as it is put down in the original. Nevertheless, when one sees the enormous work and has only a presentiment of the energy and devotion which the translators have put into their work, it deprives us of the right to meticulous criticism.
The spirit of the opus is captured and the goals Jaspers set for us, as I see them, are clearly transmitted. So, it is now possible to study directly his attempts to reconcile the necessity for a system and a reliable frame of reference with the impossibility to encompass the entire material of man's psychopathic deviations. His ultimate goal is, however, not only to stress this old and almost trivial experience, but to emphasize the importance of being fully aware of it with an utmost serenity, by discarding the cynicism and the falseness of our everyday pseudo-convictions.
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